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which are very late in date and the Harivamsa which is a supplement ought to have been added by that time, for otherwise it would not make more than a lakh of verses. This reference in the inscription is to the final stage of the epic as we have it now. From 450 A. D. to 500 A* D. we have several land grants which assign lands from royal patrons for the exposition of Dharma through the Mahabharata in the temples. Since at least one century earlier it must have attained this
status, we must infer that about 350 A. D. the epic must have attained its present and final form.
Subsequent authors from 600—1100 A. D. make copious references to the Mahabharata, all referring to the final form. Bana and Subandhu of the 7th century A. D. have made use of its legends. Kumarila Bhatta of the 8th century A. D. notices ten out of the eighteen books including XII and XIII and regards it as Dharma Sastra. Sankaracharya born in 788 A. D. clearly refers to this epic and speaks of it as intended to teach morals and philosophy to those who are not entitled to a study of the Vedas. From his commentary it is clear that the Bhagavad Gita was already a portion of the epic in his day. These references are enough to refute the theory of Professor Holtzman that changes in the epic were done, whole books were added and the status of a Smriti was given to it only about 900 A. D. Dahlman tries to prove that Mahabharata was one integral work composed by one poet in pre-time$ as- both an epic and a law-book*